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William F. Caton
Acting Secretary
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, N.W.
Room 222
Washington, D.C. 20554

AUG 18 1995

1' .. ,",.~ ~ :.

~ if. i;;j ;:". . J

Re: Ex Parte Submission in PR Docket 89
5}3, GN Docket 93-252 and PP Docket

~-253 . .

Dear Mr. Caton:

Pursuant to Section 1.1206 (a) (2) of the
Commission's Rules, 47 C.F.R. § 1.1206(a) (2), Geotek
Communications, Inc. ("Geotek"), by its attorneys, hereby
submits an original and two copies of the attached letter
from John Egidio of Geotek to Amy Zoslov as a follow-up
to a meeting on August 16, 1995 with the FCC's Wireless
Bureau. Geotek filed an Ex Parte letter concerning the
meeting on August 17, 1995.

If you have any questions regarding this mat
ter, please contact the undesigned.

A
ichard

Counsel for Geotek
Communications, Inc.

Attachment
cc: Amy Zoslov

No. of Copies rec'd 6d-l.
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COMMUNICAlIONS, INC.

August 17,1995

Ms. Amy Zoslov
Federal Communications Commission
Wireless Bureau
2025 M Street NW
Room 5322
Washington D.C. 20554

Re: Ex Parte Filing
PR Docket No. 89-553
GN Document 93-252
900 MHz SMR Auctions

AUG 8 1995

Dear Ms Zoslov,
As we discussed in our meeting yesterday, Geotek Communications believes

that a bidding increment of $.02 per megahertz pop is excessive when compared to the
cost of DFA licenses in the past. Based upon a 5% incremental equivalent, the value
of the frequency to be auctioned would have to equal $.40 per megahertz pop. In light
of the fact that the DFA is indeed the population and business heart of the MTA, the
value paid for the DFA should be a guide to the value of the MTA. To this end, I have
analyzed 107 of Geotek's 900Mhz acquisitions. The cumulative price paid for these
1070 channels was $.1176 per pop, which translates to $.03 per megahertz pop. Using
the 5% equivalency, the incremental bid should actually be $.0015 per MHZ pop.

Geotek proposes a figure that is more equitable to all bidders of $ .0025 per
megahertz pop. Geotek also believes that the fairness of this number, given the facts
upon which it is based, is such that the reduced incremental bid amount should be used
to determine the upfront deposit amount as well. This would both provide consistency
and ensure that the deposit amount is in line with the minimum bidacceptable for all
rounds after the first as it was in the other auctions. To assist you in your evaluation, I
have attached a summary of the incremental bid amounts by MTA for incremental bids
of $.0025, $.0050 and $.02. Per megahertz pop.

20 Craig Rood. Montvale, New Jersey 07645
Tel (201) 930-9305, Fox (201) 930-9614



Geotek appreciates the FCC's evaluation of its recommendation and is hopeful
that this information convinces the FCC staff that equity can best be served with
deposits and bid increments of $.0025 per megahertz pop.

Very truly yours

CC: Gregory Rosston - Auctions Division
Dan Phythyon - Wireless Division
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